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Some Remarks on the Doctrine of Satis- , the law required of him perfect obedience. 





faction. 

Mr. Leslie informs us, in what, in his o- 
pinion, satisfaction consists. 

He says, “the justice of God was satisfi- 
ed to the least iota, by the perfect obedi- 
ence and passion of Christ, (who is God) 
in the same human nature, tliat offended. 

“ Here,” he says, “in infinite wisdom 


Did he do more than perfectly to keep the 
law for himself? If he should answer in the 
negative, as I presume he must, we should 
ask, what satisfaction, then, has he made to 
justice, on our behalf? The being infinite, 
as Mr. Leslie would argue, and the obedi- 
ence of Christ infinite; it would be no 
more than the law required of him; con- 








expressed in this means found out for our | sequently there can be no satisfaction of 
salvation; and infinite mercy in affording justice accruing to us, by any surplus obe- 
it to us.” | dience of his, or work of supererrogation. 
Granting for the sake of the argument,! ‘Thus instead of satisfaction to us to the 
that the justice of God was dissatisfied, and least iota, by Christ’s obedience; it ap- 
that this dissatisfaction was infinite; what. pears that though he perfectly obeyed the 
is the consideration by which this justice law and lived up to the justice of God for 
becomes satisfied? It isthis; that he, God, ; himself; yet their was no satisfaction made 
himself has kept the law perfectly; for, | ori our behalf, Why? because he did not 
says he, Christ is God. I cannot conceive, ; obey for us, but for himself. Mr. Leslie 
that this being done in the same human na-, must show us that Christ did more than 
ture, that offended; can militate against. the law required of him, otherwise there 
this proposition; that God satisfied him- can bé no satisfaction, by his obedience, on 









satisfaction to the least iota; it is this and 
nothing less nor more, viz. that God has 
satisfied himself. Now where has this ar- 


gument led us? It has led us to this; that: 


God was dissatisfied, and infinitely so, with 
sinners. 

Here is mutability in the Deity, in his 
relation to man, with whom he was once 
satisfied. Here is a clear proof, undenia- 
ble in its nature and declaration, that God 
has changed ; that he now is an enemy to 
_ him, with whom he was in friendship be- 
fore. If.God ever loved man, the work of 
his own hand.; can he ever hate his crea- 
ture and become its enemy, without muta- 
bility or change? let candor and reason 
answer: The scriptures have already ans- 
wered, that the only reason, why man is 
not consumed, is, that God is unchangeable. 
“T change not.” 

We will now attend to the satisfaction of 
which Leslie makes mention. Christ, he 
says, “who is God, by his perfect obedi- 
ence and passion, in the same nature, which 
offended, hath satisfied the justice of God 
to the least iota.”” Does Mr. Leslie mean 


to have us understand, that the man, Christ 
Jesus, did more than the law required of 
him? for as he was made under the law, 





self : for if Christ be God, and has made’ our behalf. 


Can any one prove that the Son of God 
did do more than the law required? [think 
not. Then we have not, as yet, found any 
satisfaction, made by Christ, for as. 

Would Mr. Leslie have us understand 
that Christ’s obedience is imputed, transfer- 
red or accounted to us, as a satisfaction to 
the least iota? Besides the impropriety, 
| nay, the impossibility of such supposition 
being true; that the righteousness or sin of 
one can become the righteousness or sin of 
another ; such an idea would be in opposi- 
tion to the whole scripture. We must be 
personally righteous and personally holy ; 
or we never shall have either righteousness 
or holiness. Now if the personal righ- 
teousness of Christ cannot be transferred or 
imputed so as to become the personal righ- 
teousness of another; then we have not 
found as yet any satisfaction by his obedi- 
ence, on our behalf. It is his own glorious 
righteousness, not ours. Objection. Ishe 
not stiled the Lord our righteousness ? Is not 
he of God made unto us—righteousness ? 
He is, but in an essentially different sense 
from the generally received opinion. How, 
or in what sense is he the Lord cur righ- 
teousness ? Ans. As our pattern; being, 


likewise, the prophet, prigst and king ofhig 
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of his people ; he is qualified and appoin- 
ted, and has undertaken, as the head of his 
people, to enlighten, to instruct, to convince 
and conform them to himself, till they be- 
come like him, in righteousness and true 
holiness. He is our present righteousness 
in the divine economy and design ; and our 
future righteousness, when that economy or 
pla ‘ 
shall be like him, because we shall see him 
as he is; then we shall fully understand, 
how Christ is the Lord our righteousness. 

Once more; Mr. Leslie, no doubt, with 

the rest of our limitarian friends, believes 
God to be wrathful against mankind ; that 
he hates the wicked and that his vengeance 
and fury are infinite. If we should allow 
this as a truth; yet Christ made no satis- 
faction in this; for it is evident from expe- 
rience and the preaching of these very di- 
vines, that that which they call the wrath 
and hatred of God against sinners, is as 
great now as ever it was. So that Christ 
has made no satisfaction in this sense. In- 
deed the same teachers insist, that sinners 
must procure the divine favor by repen- 
tance; or the wrath of God will smoke a- 
gainst them to all eternity. How, then, 
has Christ made satisfaction to the anger 
and fury of God, if that wrath still contin- 
ues, and we must procure it? 

Thus, as Christ has not done any more 
than the law required of him 3 as his righ- 
teousness is not tranferred to us; and as, 
according to Mr. Leslie and others with 
him, God is still angry, and his favor is yet 
to be procured, and to be procured by 
our repentance ; so it follows, that Christ 
has made no satisfaction to God, on our 
behalf. ‘The perfect obedience and passion 
of Christ (admitting, with Mr. Leslie, that 
he is God) has nothing in it of the nature 
of a satisfaction, for us. It is impossible in 
the nature of things that it should. We 
add, that if our salvation can never be ob- 
tained, till such satisfaction be made; then 
our salvation is impossible. 


Some remarks, respecting consequences, 
which must follow, on Mr. Leslie’s idea 
of satisfaction to the least iota. 

The whole scheme of Mr. Leslie’s divin- 
ity is built on the infinite dissatisfaction of 
God, as the fatal bar to man’s salvation.— 
Admitting this to be a truth, and yet that 
Christ, by his obedience and passion has 
made satisfaction to the least iota; what 
would be the consequence ? Mr. Leslie did 
not, and limigarians now do not consider, 
what this consequence would be. But it 
would be this; that all‘ mankind would be 


n is put into full execution. When we | 


saved : for if the dissatisfaction of God ob- 
structed the salvation of mankind 3 his sat. 
isfaction to the least iota, must procure jt, 
Thus, Mr. Leslie has built up and estab. 
lished that doctrine, which he wished to 
cast down and destroy. But we wish not 
to take any advantage of this inconsistency 
in our opponents; for though their argy. 

\ments fully prove the doctrine, for which 

we contend 3 yet we have a much more 

consistent scheme to demonstrate that truth. 
One consequence more; if Christ be 

God ; then by his perfect obedience he hag 

satisfied himself, and changed his own dis. 

position towards man. If he be not the di- 

vinity himself, but the annointed of God 

and his image ; then the Son, who is infe- 
rior to the Father, has _ pacified the infinite 

Jehovah, and satisfied his anger and jus- 

tice. Both of these instances would prove 

that God possessed our irritable passions 
and was changeable like ourselves. 

Some remarks respecting the truth and 
propriety of Christ making satisfaction 
to God, in any sense, on man’s behalf. 
We consider the idea of satisfaction, on 

Mr. Leslie’s principle, to be both needless 

and absurd. It is needless, because God 

never was nor can be dissatisfied. Being 
perfectly happy in the enjoyment of him- 
self, and conducting the affairs of the uni- 
verse according to his own pleasure ; hav- 
ing none, that stay his hand, or obstruct his 
designs ; he is not dissatisfied in any sense, 
in which satisfaction can be made. It may 
be said that God is dissatisfied with sin: 
but how? It cannot be a dissatisfaction in- 
consistent with hapyiness, or that ever can 
need satisfaction. Why? because love to 
holiness, is hatred to sin. If, then, theré 
be happiness, in love to holiness ; there is 
equal happiness in hatred to sin ; for they 
are one andthe same in their nature. Satis- 
faction to God for sin cannot be made ; for 
if there should be any alteration, in the di- 
vine mind respecting sin; there must, of 
consequence, be the same alteration with 
respect to holiness. Therefore, as love to 
holiness must and will be endless, so will 
hatred be to sin. ‘To the sinner did you 
say? no, I said to sin. Yet, as Mr. Les- 
lie believes in God’s hatred to sinners; I 
observe, if God does hate sinners, it is need- 
less to talk of satisfaction on that account ; 
because, as with hatred to sin, so with ha- 
tred to sinners; if there be any alteration, 
in the divine mind respecting sinners; 
there will be the same alteration with res- 
pect to holiness. Thus satisfaction for sin 








cannot be made without an alteration ip 
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God’s mind respecting holiness ; as to sin- 
ners because he never did nor can hate 
them. 

The absurdity of supposing that Gad 
can be satisfied is too great to be admitted: 
or that he needs any satisfaction, is an ab- 
surdity, which will vanish as light pro- 
gresses. 

With the impossibility and absurdity of 
satisfaction, will be ranked, the merit of 
Christ ; the purchase of Christ, &c. If 
Christ be God, could he merit or purchase 
any thing of himself? Lf he be not, then it is 
clear that he could not. Thus satisfaction, 
merit and purchase are all needless and ab- 
surd. 


Scriptures produced in support of the 
JSoregoing reasonings and remarks. 
The sum of the remarks is this, that 

Christ did not obey the law and suffer death 

to imake satisfaction for sin 3 or, in other 

words, his sufferings were not vicarious. 

This has been considered as lying at the 
bottom of the whole economy of man’s sal- 
vation. God, say they, must receive satis- 
faction, by the death of his Son, before he 
can, consistently, forgive. But in all the 
writings of Moses, in which the Messiah is 
mentioned ; the idea of his death, in any 
sense, is not once named, except by way of 
consequence. See Genesis, iii. 15. ‘The 
promises of the seed, which is Christ, to A- 
braham, Isaac and Jacob, contain nothing 
relative to the death of the Messiah. 

Yet that the Messiah was to suffer ; that 
he was to die, and to rise from the dead ; 
are subjects taught in the old testament ; 
but not mentioned except by consequence, 
inthe writings of Moses. But it does not 
appear that he died in the room and stead 
of sinners 3 or that we are freed from our 
demerit in the least by what he suffered.— 
It does not appear that he died to change 
God, for he is unchangeable : nor to make 
God merciful ; for he always was so: nor 
1o make him love sinners ; for he always 
did love his creatures : nor was it to render 
him just in the forgiveness of sinners ; for 
there always was forgiveness with him, and 
he was always just. 

But there are several texts, which have 
been adduced, as proofs of the belief, that 
God bruised him to pacify himself; that 
he laid on him our iniquities. Isa. liii. 4. 
We did esteem him stricken, smitten of God 
and afflicted. Who thus esteemed him ? 
The Jews thought thus of Jesus, and so do 
believers, at this day, in what is termed the 
doctrine of vicarious sufferings. The mal- 
ice and enmity of the Jews, excited them 


to kill him; it was no more God, who 
smote or bruised his Son or put him to 
grief; than it was God, who slew or put 
to death James or any martyr, whom the 
malice of the Jews destroyed. Peter and 
Pau), weie as really smitten of God and af- 
flicted, and put to death as was Jesus 
Christ ; and the death of the former was as 
much designed, and effected as much the 
pacification of the Deity, as the latter ; for 
neither were designed for that end, nor have 
they effected any such thing. 7th verse.— 
“ He was oppressed ;” but who oppressed 
him ? Not God, but the malicious Jews.— 
Verse 8th. “ He bare our sins,” so “ he did 
our sicknesses 3” now if bearing our sins 
made him a sinner ; his bearing our sick- 
nesses made him sick. Verse 10th. “ It 
pleased the Lord to bruise him ;” i. e. to 
oppress him ; which corresponds with that 
of hardening the heart of Pharaoh. God 
oppressed Jesus Christ, but it has reference 
only to his providence, which superintends 
all the affairs of men. It was the Jews, 
who oppressed him. God was his friend. 
Why should he oppress him? He was al- 
ways well pleased in him ; why then should 
he afflict him ? Orthodoxy says it was to 
satisfy himself or his justice. 

This, then is the amount of orthodoxy, 
or Leslie’s scheme, viz. 1. God was infi- 
nitely displeased with sinners. 2. To re- 
concile himself ro sinners, he slays his 
Son, with whom he was infinitely well 
pleased. 3%. Having accomplished this, he 
is infiniie/y well pleased with both, or is 
satisfied, 

Without any straining of our opponent’s 
scheme, the above is an exact, though brief, 
compendium ; consequently, if there be a- 
ny text of scripture, in either the old or 
new testaments, which proves the vicarious 
sufferings of Jesus Christ ; it must go to 
prove the above three things to be true.— 
I know it is said, “ we are bought with a 
price ;” that, “we are redeemed by the 
precious blood of Christ ;” that, “ he was 
made sin for us that we might be made the 
righteousness of God in him.” But can we 
suppose that these point out a vicarious suf- 
fering, and consequently, a satisfaction ren- 
dered to the Deity; when the scripture 
points out the opposite as a truth, viz. that 
the righteousness and sin of every man and 
woman is personal ? Men may argue what 
they please ; but to me it is plain, that my 
sin can no more be Christ’s ; nor Christ’s 
righteousness any more be mine ; than mg 
sin can be my neighbor’s, or his virtues be 





my own. It is impossible, as things are 
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ordained, that there should be a transfer of 
sin or righteousness in any Case. 

Mr. Leslie’s satisfaction to the least iota, 
or satisfaction at all; appears thus to be 
without support from either scripture or 
reason. 

If we may be allowed ta reason on the 
subject, the doctrine of a satisfaction by 
Christ either, as inferior to the Father, or 
equal to him ; is the very height of absur- 
dity, and which, if necessary, could never 
be made by any being either in heaven or 
earth. What satisfaction can a finite crea- 
ture make to an infinite God? and what 
reason is there in saying, that God satisfied 
himself? From the scriptures, this one 
consideration is suflicient to overthraw Mr. 

Leslie’s whole scheme of satisfaction, viz. 
that the love of God to sinners was the 
cause of Christ’s coming, not the effect of 
it. God so loved the world that he gave 
his only begotton Son, &c. Hence Christ 
has procured no love from God to any 
man}; he has not satisfied justice, or satis- 
fied God in any sense as it respects us :-— 
He has not bought us, or paid a price for 
our redemption ; in short, he has made no 
satisfaction for man to God, as the reason 
why God is or can be propitious. All this 
would be needless, for God always was dise 
posed to forgive his creatures, and it always 
was consistent for him to do it; and a satis- 
faction, consequently, would be needless and 
absurd.—Epiror. 

In the Christian Repository for June, 
1823, we noticed the communication of the 
Authors of the Appeal, signed J. W. re- 
questing that Editors of papers and period- 
ical works would insert the same. 

It appears from the communication, that 
there has been a controversy between the 
editors of the Universalist Magazine, and 
some of the brethren, who stile themselves 
“ Authors of the Appeal.” They, the au- 
thors of the appeal, inform us that the con- 
troversy is become “wholly personal ;” yet 
request our insertion of the communication. 

It is with concern that we view religious 
altercations, when they verge towards, and 
end in personal reflections. 

Our brethren of the appeal, will be satisfi- 
ed, when we inform them that our artillery is 
levelled against errors, not persons ; and as 
they assure ys that the controversy 7s wholly 
personal, so we must be excused, in not com- 
plying with their request—Ep1ror. 

_ N.B. We feel constrained to say, that 
there does not appear to us to be any suffi- 
cjent reason for heat and division in this con- 


> 


oe 
trogersy; and that a separation and espe- 
cially personal animosities, on that account, 
are both unreasonable and anti-scriptural. 
It is with extreme regret, that we hear there 
are divisions among you, and that we are 
compelled “partly to believe it.” Can 
that gospel, which breathes peace and good 
will to all men, by its advocates, be con- 
verted into an occasion of division? On the 
supposition that there bea difference of o- 
pinion respecting the certainty or uncertain- 
ty of any future punishment, in our opinion 
it by no means warrants a separation—much 
less personal contention. It becomes us, as 
believers in the universal goodness of our 
common parent, to live in union and friend- 
ship with our brethren ; Behold how good 
and how pleasant it is, for brethren to dwell 
together inunity!! J¢is our ornament, 
our glory. Let, therefore, all anger, and 
wrath, andclamor, and evil speaking, be 
putaway from among you as_ becometh 
saints ; and beye kindly affectioned, one 
to another in brotherly love, in honor pre- 
ferring one another. Finally, brethren, be 
perfect; b: of good comfort; be of one 
mind ; live in peace, and the God of love 
and peace shall be with you. Let brothers 
ly love continue, 





From the Unitarian Miscellany. 
ATHANASIAN CREED. 

A correspondent has intimated to us, that 
some account of the Athanasian Creed 
would be acceptable to many of our readers. 
He says, that though it is often referred to 
in our work, there are numbers who have 
never seen such a creed, and who know 
nothing of its contents. We thank him for 
his suggestion, and will readily give the in- 
formation desired. We have been so long 
familiar with this extraordinary production 
ourselves, that we had not adverted to the 
circumstance of its rejection from the pray- 
er book of the American Episcopal Church, 
and of its being consequently almost un- 
kuown in our country, excepting to profes- 
sed students. There is net perhaps a 
single protestant place of worship, in the U- 
nited States, in which the Athanasian Creed 
isread or received. And for this we have 
reason to be thankful. 

We will commence our account of this 
confession of faith, with a few notices 
ofits history. In the first place, it is pretty 
evident that it was not composed by the 
bishop, whose name it bears. The princi- 
pal reasons on which the learned found this 
conclusion are these. It is not contained, 





erever alluded to, in any of the genuine 
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It is not mentioned 


works of Athanasius. 
by any of the writers who immediately suc- 


ceeded him. It was not appealed to in 
the controversies between the Eastern and 
Western Churches, in the seventh and ninth 
centuries. It was not cited till about the 
year 800. Nor received into the church till 
about the year 1000, although Athanasius 
died as early as the year 373. The learned 
Fabricius is of opinion that it was composed 
in Latin, long after the fifth century, and 
subsequently translated into Greek. It is 
probable therefore that it was not in exis- 
tence till some centuries after the death of 
Athanasius ; and that it received his name, 
on account of his having been, throughout 
his life, the staunch champion of the doc- 
trine of the trinity. 

The Athanasian Creed is either authoriz- 
ed or allowed by the Greek Church, the Ro- 
man Catholic Church, and the Established 
Church of England ; that is, by a great ma- 
jority of the christial world. It is appoin- 
ted to be “sung or said,” in the English 
Church, thirteen times a year, at morning 
prayer, instead of the Apostles’ Creed. 

The Episcopal Church of America, ata 
Convention from seven of the states, held in 
Philadelphia, in the year 1785, had the 
wisdom to exclude this confession from their 
prayer-book ; and notwithstanding the ex- 
hortation ofthe archbishops of Canterbury 
and York, to receive it again into the ser- 
vice, they persisted in its exclusion. 

We will now copy, entire, this celebrated 
creed from the English book of common 
prayer; without entertaining the least fear 
that any of our readers will be converted by 
it. 

THE CRFED OF ST. ATHANASIUS. 

Whoever will be saved, before all things 
it is necessary that he hold the Catholic 
Faith. Which Faith, except every one do 
keep whole and undefiled, without doubt he 
shall perish everlastingly. 

And the Catholic Faith is this ; that we 
worship one God in Trinity, and Trinity in 
unity; neither confounding the Persons, nor 
dividing the substance. For there is one 
person of the Father, another of the Son, 
and another of the Holy Ghost. 

_ But the Godhead of the Father, of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghost, is all one; the 
glory equal, the majesty co-eternal. Such 
as the Father is, such is the Son, and such 
is the Holy Ghost. The Father uncreate, 


the Son uncreate, and the Holy Ghost un- 
create. ‘The Father incomprehensible, the 
Son incomprehensible, and the Holy Ghost 
incomprehensible. 


The Father eternal, the 


Son eternal, and the Holy Ghost eternal ; 
and yet there are not three eternals, but one 
eternal, As also there are not three incom- 
prehensibles, nor three uncreated ; but one 
uncreated, and one incomprehensible. So 
likewise the Father is Almighty, the Son 
Almighty, and the Holy Ghost Almighty ; 
and yet there are not three Almighties, but 
one Almighty. 

So the Father is God, the Son is God 
‘and the Holy Ghost is God, and yet there 
| are not three Gods, but one God. So like- 
wise the Father is Lord, the Son Lord, and 





the Holy Ghost Lord; and yet not three 


Lords, but one Lord. 

For like as we are compelled by the 
christian verity to acknowledge every per- 
son by himselfto be God and Lord ; so are 
we forbidden by the Catholic Religion to 
say, there be three Gods or three Lords. 

The Father is made of none ; neither cre- 
ated nor begotton. The Son is of the Fa- 
ther alone ; not made nor created, but be- 
gotten. The Holy Ghost is of the Father, 
and of the Son ; neither made, nor created, 
nor begotten, but proceeding. So there is 
one Father, not three Fathers ; one Son, 
not three Sons ; one Holy Ghost, not three 
Holy Ghosts. 

And in this Trinity none is afore, or after 
the other ; none is greater or less than anoth- 
er; but the whole three Persons are co- 
eternal together, and co-equal. So that in 
all things, as is aforesaid, the Unity in 
Trinity, and the Trinity in Unity, is to be 
worshipped. 

He therefore that will be saved must 
thus think of the Trinity. 

Furthermore, it is necessary to everlas- 
ting salvation, that he also believe rightly 
the incarnation of our Lord Jesus Christ. 
For the right faith is, that we believe and 
confess that our Lord Jesus Christ, the Son 
of God, is God and man. God of the sub- 
stance of the Father, begotten before the 
worlds; and man of the substance of his 
mother, born in the world. Perfect God 
and perfect man ; of a reasonable soul,and 
human flesh subsisting. Equal to the Fa- 
ther as touching his Godhead ; and inferior 
to the Father, as touching his manhood.— 
Who although he be God, and man, yet he 
is not two, but one Christ; one, not by 
the conversion of the Godhead into flesh, 
but by taking the manhood into God ; one 
altogether ; not by confusion of substance, 
but by unity of person. For as the reason. 
able soul and flesh is one man, so God and 
man is one Christ. 





Who suffered for our salvation, descend 
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ed into hell, rose again the third day from 
the dead. He ascended into heaven, he 
gitteth on the right hand of the F ather, God 
Almighty ; from whence he shall come to 
judge the quick and the dead. At whose 
coming all men shall rise again with their 
bodies ; and shall give account for their 
own works. And they that have done 
good shall go into life everlasting ; and 
they that have done evil into everlasting 
fire. 

This is the Catholic Faith; which, ex- 
cept a man believe faithfully, he cannot be 
saved. 

There! that is the Athanasian Creed ; 
—a long, antithetical, damnatory chapter 
of contradictions and absurdities, laid down 
as an infallible exposition of the Gospel of 
peace, pardon, and love. 

It has been remarked of it, that, in its 
primary principles, it consisted of two 
parts, of doctrines, and of curses ; the for- 
mer of which are not intelligible, and the 
latter were. “If it were the reverse,” 
says Dr. Jortin, “it would have been 
more for the credit of the writer.” For 
our own parts, we read these same curses 
with the excited, and not unpleasant emo- 
tions, with which we should read a high 
flight of imaginative poetry. Not that we 
invariably peruse them with this feeling : 
for we are filled with sorrow and indigna- 
tion, when we revert to those dark times, 
in which an ecclesiastical curse was no 
matter of poetry, but a very serious thing , 
and, we thank God, that although we are 
not even now in the full light, yet the pal- 
pable darkness of those ages has past 
away. When unoccupied by such reflec- 
tions, however, we cannot help being amus- 
ed with the high-handed and daring confi- 
dence of what are called the * damnatory 
clauses” of this composition. Let us just 
look back to the second clause. “ Which 
Faith,” that is, the string of mysticisms 
which follows, “ except every one do keep 
whole, and undefiled,’—what will be the 
consequence ? Why, “ wirHouT poust he 
shall perish everlastingly.” We call that, 
the sublime of theological impudence. 

“‘ If it were considered concerning Atha- 
nasius’ creed,” says Jeremy Taylor, in his 
‘Liberty of Prophesying,’ “ how many 
people understand it not, how contrary to 
natural reason it seems; how little the 
Scripture says of those curiosities of ex- 
plication, and how tradition was not clear 
for the article itself, much less for those 
forms and minutes; it had not been amiss if 
the final judgment had been left to Jesus 


eee ee 


Christ; and indeed to me it seems very 
hard to put uncharitableness into the creed, 


and so to make it become as an article of 
-2} 99 
faith. 


Attempt at Conversion. 

While Mr. Murray was a member of Mr. 
| Whitefield’s church, a young lady was, as 
| he supposed, deluded by the Universalists, 
to join their standard ; and Mr. M. made 
one of a committee to visit and reclaim her, 
The following is his own account of the 
mratter. 

“The young lady received us with much 
kindness and condescension ; while, as | 
glanced my eye upon her fine countenance, 
beaming with intelligence, mingled pity and 
contempt grew in my bosom. After the 
first ceremonies, we sat for sometime silent ; 
at length I drew up a heavy sigh, and utter. 
ed a pathetic sentiment, relative to the de- 
plorable condition of those, who live, and 
die in unbelief; and I concluded a violent 
declamation, by pronouncing, with great 
earnestness, He that believeth pot, shall be 
damned. 

“And paay, sir,” said the young lady, 
with great sweetness, “Pray, sir, what is the 
unbeliever damned for not believing ?” 

What is hedamned for not believing? 
Why ke is damned for not believing. 

“But, my dear sir, I asked, what was 
that which he did not believe, for which he 
was damned ?” 

Why, for not believing in Jesus Christ, to 
be sure. 

“Do you mean to say, that unbelievers 
are damned for not believing their was sucli 
a person as Jesus Christ ?” 

No, I do not ; a man_ may believe there 
was such a person, and yet be damned. 

“What then, sir, must he believe, in gr- 
der to avoid damnation ?” 

Why he must believe that Jesus Christ 
is a complete Saviour. 

“‘Well suppose he were to believe that 
Jesus Christ was the complete Saviour of 
others, would this belief save him ?” 

No, he must believe that Christ is his 
complete Saviour ; every individual must be- 
lieve for himself, that Jesus Christ is his 
complete Saviour. 

“Why, sir, is Jesus Christ the Saviour of 
any unbelievers ¢”’ 

No madam. 

“Why then, should any unbeliever be- 
lieve that Jesus Christ is his Saviour, if he 
be not his Saviour ?” 

I say, he isnot the Saviour of any one, 
until he pelieves. 
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“Then, if Jesus be not the Saviour of the 
unbeliever until he believes, the unbeliever 
js called upon to believealie. It appears 
to me, sir, that Jesus isthe complete Saviour 
of unbelievers ; and that unbelievers are 
called upon to believe the truth ; and that, 
by believing, they are saved in their own 
apprehension, from all those dreadful fears, 
which are consequent upon a state of con- 
scious condemnation.” 

No, madam 3 you are dreadfully, I trust 
not fatally misled. Jesus never was, nor 
never will be, the Saviour of any unbeliev- 
er. 

“Do you think Jesus is your Saviour, 
sir 7” 

I hope he is. 

“Were you always a believer, sir ?” 

No, madam. 

“Then you were once an unbeliever ; 
that is, you once believed that Jesus Christ 
was not your Saviour. Now, as you say, 
he never was nor never will be, the Saviour 
of any unbeliever ; as you were once an 
unbeliever, he never can be your Saviour.” 

He never was my Saviour till I believed. 

“Did he never die for you till you believ- 
ed, sir ” 

Here I was extremely embarrassed, and 
most devoutly wished myself out of her hab- 
itation ; I sighed bitterly, expressed deep 
commiseration for those deluded souls, who 
had nothing but head knowledge; drew 
out my watch, discovered it was late; and, 
recollecting an engagement, observed it was 
time to take leave. 

I was extremely mortified; the young 
lady observed my confusion, but was too 
generous to pursue her triumph. [ arose to 
depart ; the company arose ; she urged us 
to tarry; addressed each of us in the lan- 
guage of kindness. -Her countenance seem- 
ed towear a resemblance of the heaven 
which she contemplated ; it was stamped 
by benignity ; and when we bade her adieu, 
she enriched us by her good wishes. 





DEDICATION AND INSTALLATION. 
The new and elegantly finished Meet- 
ing-House, erected for the Central Society 
of Universalists at the corner of Bulfinch- 
street and Bulfinch-Place, was on Wednes- 
day last dedicated to the service of the 
Most High. Service as follows: viz. Les- 
sons from the Scriptures; Introductory 
Prayer by Rev. Mr. Streeter of Ports- 
mouth ; Dedicatory Prayer by Rev. Mr. 
Mitchell of New-York , Dedicatory Ad- 
dress by Rev. Mr. Dean; Concluding 





Prayer by Rev. Mr. Winchester of Ver-| 





mont ; Benediction by Rev. Mr. Dean. 

In the afternoon, the Rev. Paul Dean 
was installed Pastor over the Society here- 
after to worship in this house, incorporated 
as the Central Society of Universalists in 
Boston. Exercises as follows : viz. Lessons 
from the Scriptures ; Introductory Prayer. 
by Rev. Mr. Streeter of Salem , Installation 
Sermon by Rev. Mr. Mitchell of New-York; 
Installation Prayer by Rev. Mr. Streeter of 
Portsmouth; Delivery of the Scriptures and 
Address to the Society, by Rev. Mr. Tur- 
ner of Charlestown ; Right Hand of Fel- 
lowship by Rev. Mr. Streeter of Ports- 
mouth; Concluding Prayer by the same ; 
and Benediction by Rev. Mr. Dean. 

The exercises throughout the day were 
appropriate, and marked with religious so- 
lemnity. The installation sermon by Rev. 
Mr. Mitchell, was an able and argumenta- 
tive discourse, and delivered in that style of 
energetic eloquence for which the speaker is 
particularly distinguished. Several select 
pieces of music were performed by the 
choir between the various exercises, in a 
masterly style.— Boston paper. 





Anecdote.—It is storied of a certain 
preacher whose sentiments differed from 
those of the orthodox in general, that he was 
violently opposed, and his sentiments re- 
probated as heterdoxy itself. He was con- 
sidered and treated as a man destitute of a- 
bilities and incapable of explaining any pas- 
sage ofscripture, even the most plain. “You 
had better propose a passage,” said the 
preacher, “perhaps you can better judge 
when youhave heard me.” Well, saida 
presbyterian, how will you explain this pas- 
sage, “And Balaam saddled his Ass.” If 
I give you an explanation, said the preacher, 
you will allow meto give my reasons as] 
proceed, will younot? Certainly, said the 
other. Then said the preacher, 

1. As Balaam was going to curse the 
people of Israel, and to receive a great re- 
ward for it—I understand him to represent a 
presbyterian priest. 

2. As heavy salaries, together with dog- 
matical preaching tend to blunt the feelings 
and stupify the faculties ofmen—TI_ believe 
the Ass must represent the people. 

You may stop, said the presbyterian, you 
have saidenough. No, replied the preach- 
er, you ought to hear me through. Well, 


what more then ? said the presbyterian.—- 
The preacher replied : 

$3. AsBalaam saddled _ his ass, and this 
was his own act, and to answer his own ends, 
so this must be descriptive of the activity of 
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priests in securing their salaries ; for they 
are no sooner called, as was Balaam, than 
they arise and saddle their Asses. 


—_——_ 


<qeue re 


Swearing.—St. Chrysostom proposes @ 


singular method to facilitate the leaving 0 
of this practice of customary swearing.— 





ff, an additional quantity of matter. 


el, 

(> TO OUR PATRONS. 
This week we present our Patrons, the 
ApvocaTE with a new and beautiful type ; 
and by a new arrangement, it now contains 


We 


| hope the expense of this improvement will, 


“W ouldst thou now,” says the father, “by an some measure be requited by an increase 


what means thou mayest get rid of this 
wicked custom of swearing, [Il tell thee a 
way, which, if thou wilt take, will certainly 
prove successful. 
thou shalt find thyself to have let slip an 
oath, punish thyself for it by missing the 
next meal. Such a course as this, though 


te . j ble | 
troublesome to the flesh, will be profitable will please send the amount of their sub- 


to the spirit,and cause a quick amendment ; 
for the tongue will need no other monitor to 
make it take heed of swearing another time 
if it hath been thus punished with hunger 
and thirst for its former transgression, and 
knows it shall be so punished again if ever it 
commits the like crime hereafter.—Register. 





Anecdote.—Charles If. hearing of a high 
¢haracter of a preacher in the country, at- 
tended one of his sermons. Expressing his 
dissatisfaction, one of his courtiers replied, 
that the preacher was applauded to the skies 
by his congregation: ‘Aye,’ observed the 
King, ‘I suppose his nonsense suits their 
nonsense.’ 





Anecdote.—During the late election for 
governor in Massachusetts, the party oppos- 
ed to Mr. Otis, represented him as a Socin- 
ian and Mr. Eustis as a moderate Calvinist 
—by which Mr. Otis lost many of the votes 
of the electors. Meeting Mr. Eustis, one 
evening on the mall in Boston, during the 
pendency of the election, Mr. Otis inquired 
of him, how long it was since he had become 
amoderate Calvinist—To which Mr. E. 
replied, that he could not say he was yet en- 
tirely satisfied uponall the “five points,” but 
on the important article of ELECTION, 
he had no longer any doubts. 





God is our refuge and strength, a very 
present help in trouble :—Therefore will 
not we fear, though the earth be removed, 
and though the mountains be carried into 
the midst of the sea ;—Though the waters 
thereof roar and be troubled, though the 
mountains shake with the swelling thereof. 
—There is a river, the streams whereof 
shall make glad the city of God, the holy 
place of the tabernacles of the Most High. 


ScRIPTURE. 


of patronage. As this number closes the 


\first half year of the Advocate, we beg 


Every time whenever | leave to remind our subscribers that anoth- 


er half year becomes due. We regret to 
add, that our list contains several names, 
from whom we have received nothing 3 such 





scriptions without delay. Punctuality is 
indispensable in a work of this kind. 

\G> In several instances letters hav 
been received with the Postage unpaid ; 
‘éhis is ungenerous and contrary to our 
terms. In some cases the amount of this 
tax more than absorbs the profits of the 
work. 

DIED—At Niagara, Niagara county, on 
Monday, 30th June last, Mr. James Fixxp, 
Esq. aged 59 years. In his death, his sur- 
viving partner has lost an affectionate hus- 
band 3 his children, a provident and tender 
parent; and society is deprived of a useful, 
upright, and virtuous citizen. 

He wasa soldierin the revolution, and 
has long filled many important offices with 
the strictest integrity. He died as he had 
long lived, a firm believer in God as the Sa- 
viour of all men; and has thus furnished a- 
nother proof ofthe fallacy of the idea that 
the doctrine of God’s universal benevolence 
will not afford consolation in the hour of 
death.— Communicated. 





{> Brother Everett, will deliver a 
DISCOURSE in the School-House near 
Capt. Standard’s on Cayuga Creek, on 
Thursday the 17th inst. at 5 o’clock, P. M. 





{> We have received a communication 
of some considerable length, from Rev. J.5. 
Txompson, which will be attended to as 
soon as possible. 

*,* Clericus is received, and shall be at- 
tended to as soon as our time will permit. 
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